Linguistic Inguivy Volume VI Number 5 (Summer, £075) 415-435-

Donna Jo Napoli A Global Agreement
Phenomenon”®

0. Introduction

There are a handful of adverbs in Italian that undergo gender/number agreement
with NPs in very particuiar environments, In this article I will discuss the syntax of
one such adverb, svelte, and show that the rules accounting for gender/number
agreement on it must be global,*

1. Classification of Relevant Adjectives and Adverbs

Various kinds of adjectives and adverbs appear to the right of the verb. Here I will
consider those VP adverbs that have adjectives sharing the same root.

1.1, -Mente Adverbs

The most common morphology for VP adverbs with corresponding adjectives is
ADJECTIVE (fs.)® + ments. Adverbs of this form are invariable (they never undergo
gender/number agreement) :

Maria ha  rapidamente imparato P'italiano.
f.s. unmk.
‘Mary (has) rapidly learned Italian.’

Rapidamente is composed of rapida (£5.) + mente.

* This work was supported in part by the National Science Foundation’s grant to Harvard University
(G8-33263X). A longer preliminary version of the article appears in Napoli (1974). In that longer work many
facts not erucial to the arguments for globality ave presented and discussed with details of dialectal variation.

I would like 1o thank Dave Perlmutter as well for the countiess hours, suggestions, and criticisms he
contributed to this article. The very fact that it exists as something other than a confuscd puzzle is due to him.
Thanks also go to Avery Andrews, Giulio Lepschy, Richie Kayne, 2nd Susumu Kuno, as weil as to my anonymous
L1 readers for comments made on various drafts of this article, And a final thanks g0 to my informants for their
infinite pezienza.

* By global rule, I mcan one that takes into account information supplied by more than one distinct struc-
ture in the derivation. For a discussion of global rules, see Lakef {1969, 1970) and Postal (rg72), among others.
For a discussion of various proposals for global rules with respect to agreement phenomena, sec Napoli (1g74).

2 The abhreviations used in this article are: £.5, = feminine singular, m.s. = masculine singular, f.p, =
ferninine plural, m.p. = masculine plural, unmk. = unmarked.
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1.2. Invariable Non-mente Adverbs

A smaller class of VP adverbs with corresponding w.&moﬁma\om has the Bcnvrw_cmw
ADJECTIVE (unmk.).? Most adverbs of this form are invariable (they never underg:
gender/number agreement):

Le ragazze hanno cantato I'inno forte.
{p unink.
“The girls sang the hymn loudly.

7.3. Adjestives

Certain adjectives* modifying the subject of the clause appear somewhere H.n“ Mrnﬂ Mﬂerm
of the verb. These adjectives always undergo gender/aumber agreement wi
they modify:

Franca ha traversato il corrideio scalza.
fis fs.
‘Franca crossed the hall barefoot.”

I.4. The Category Advective

_ E
A few adverbs with corresponding adjectives have m.pn Eoewmuow WW.%@MH.QW”\WO
i ~mente adverbs {cf. section i.2 above), :
(unmk.), but unlike other non-men v on 1.2 above), they onderse
i tain environments. Which adverbs .
gender/number agreement in cer . 1l into this class
i does not geem to depend on geograp :
varies from speaker to speaker and . : grapulc or soc o
i i f Ttalians will agree with the p
economic factors.® While only a small number o : Tt
examples given in section g, the pattern presented &Qd can be m.uznm in most idiolects
given the proper lexical items. One of the adverbs in this class is suelte.

Maria parla sveltafsvelto.
f.s. fs.  unmk.

‘Mary speaks fast.”

- istics

Since words such as svelto have some characteristics of adverbs and some characteristic

of adjectives, they will be called Advectives, or As, from here on. oo of
The purpose of this article is to account for the noE.EmN mmamnwnm W_. s

advectives as opposed to that of ordinary adjectives (cf. section 1.3), which oblig

-agree in all environments,

z ine singular is the unmarked ending in .Hnwzw? . . ein that they
4 ﬁ“ﬂw—mmnﬂn WM,.KQ?@ are distinct from adjectives that appear inan ZM_E mﬂqm“” M”MCNMH dww i
to have a dual function. They modify an NP and at the same time E.Sq oose Wmh SDWUn VT

mmaﬂma to manner adverbs. For this article, the syntactic history of these .u.&.nn:ﬁmn sn— et un eial ox

e 5 Recent studies in variation have offered other examples of variation not dep

geographic factors {cf. Carden 1673, among others),
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2. Semantic Considerations

When we consider (1) below, the question immediat
semantic distinction between {1a} and (1b):

{1) a. Maria parla svelta.
b. Maria parla svelto,

ely arises as to whether there

To answer this question, it is necessary to know how many lexical items svelio a gh
speaker has, As far as I know, no speaker has a mente adverb with suelto as its root (tt
is, there is no colloquial adverb *sveltamente) .

However, many speakers have a non-menis adverb soslto
never undergoes agreement. For these speakers
acceptable. The reading for

(as in section 1.2) tk
(12} is unacceptable while {1h)
(1h} for most such speakers is (2):

(2) “Mary speaks in such a wa

¥y that her words come out in quick successio
(i.e. “Mary speaks fast.”)

Many other speakers have an adjective szelfo {
undergoes agreement, For these speakers (12) is acceptable while (1b) is unacceptahbl
The reading for (1a) for most such speakers is {2}, given above,

Some speakers have two distinet lexical items: seelto,, which is an adjective an
obligatorily agrees, and sveltog, which is an adverh and never agrees, For these speake

both (ra} and (1b) are acceptable, but with different readings. {ra) has the readin
given in (2), while (1b} has the reading given in (3):

as in section 1.9) that obligatori

(3} ‘Mary speaks in such a wa
‘Mary speaks briefly.’)
These speakers find acceptable both sentences in {4)

{4) a
2,

¥ that the length of time she tafks is short.” (i

with the readings given there:
Maria ha parlato svelta,
‘Mary spoke with her words coming out rapidly.” (
b.  Maria ha parlato svelto.

b ‘Mary spoke in a brief period of time.’ (as in (3) above)

Finally, the speakers I am concerned with in this article have an advective suelts
which has the complex agreement pattern described in section 3 below. Many of thes
speakers also have an adverb suelto.® For them both (1a) and (1b) are acceptable anc
semantically equivalent, with the reading given in (2). Consider {5) and (6):

1

as in {2) above)

° While most speakers assign svells discretely to the category Adjective, Adverb, or Advective, these classi
fications are not always perfectly discrete. For examples of “overlap™ sce Napoli (1974}, Also, for an extendec
discussion of the semantics of suelty, see Napoli { 1974},

And while the behavior of sualte differs greatly in the s
am convinced that the category Advecti i
svello’s behavior with respect to gender,
ask you to test out the behavior of lzsta,
as advectives.
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i i i he 51
(5} Maria parla sveltafsvelto, anche se ci vogliono due ore ogni volta che
la bocca, ) . w
w.%\“g speaks fast, even if it takes two hours every time mrnﬁ oMo:wnﬁﬂmﬂwww N
i he ¢ difficile distinguere tutte X
Maria parla cosi sveltafsvelto c icile dis :
o .?NNWQ Mﬂnpwm 30 fast that it is hard to distinguish all her words.

i i number
For ‘these speakers (5) and (6) are acceptable s:wr and without mﬂﬁ@nﬂro bt
. sement on svelte. These data may be contrasted with the case owuvmm QM N b
ﬂwﬂ_ svelto’s, one an adjective and one an adverb, and who nnmcwmanmmwmonh amber
, i , c dis
. i B), since they make a semanti
ment on svelto in bath (5) and (6), between
Mﬂmn adjective soelto and their adverb svello. ?Sﬁrn.n contrast between nvmmmu m.%. o
f mwom,_.wna is that the speakers who have an advective svelfo do _Mow moonmmﬁ Mmmmg i
p i iven i ! ith the rea
i a"} (and not wit
t (4b), but with the reading given in ?.» ( v g grven !
nc‘omnuo von%rmmwﬁwmou the two groups of speakers differ in accepting ?V. and mwm.v _mmcooommm. :v_
’ Sm.bm a simple verb form and (4) a compound verh construction. Any pucees
8=_ sis of this agreement phenomencn will have to account .mon. this m#w,.wmn behay wo_“
Numoﬁaoﬁ 3.1.4 T will propose a rule of agreement for advectives that wiil ac un o
ﬁmn“n facts .H,rn agreement pattern given in section § below om,nam Bmww%mw naass
hetween z‘h@ speakers who have an advective and perhaps an adverb szelte
jecti b svelto.
have an adjective and an adver . o Potveon
e In nosn_zmm:r for the advective svelio, there is no semantic difference

{1a) and {1b).

3. The Rules

i i der
Tn this section we shall see that one rule can account for all nvwﬂm mu %w.wmﬁ_\ MMMH Uom
. i ende
i and all cases in which g
ber agrecment may optionally occur ; . mber
ucﬂognsﬁmgcmﬁ not oceur. This rule is shown to be posteyclic and mpovwﬂ. W vaﬁo..%
mmwbnm lc operating in Italian agreement rules accounts for m.: cases oow ,amwe
Wmnnn%nsﬁ This principle is needed independently of any considerations .

5.1, A Gender/Number Agreement Rule for svelto (GI.N svelto)

t
t.1. Not Gyelic. . There is ample evidence that a rule of mgm.nn__‘a%g%ﬂ NWMMMDQ
.Mwun.awa»ﬁm cyclically is not empirically adequate. (I S&M Mﬂwﬂmwﬁ_ﬂmmﬂﬁw c ﬂ_\Emnn Wwwmmﬁm
tences where soelto’s subject has been remove . e
or Uwsmmn”w NP Deletion between subjects, no genderfnumber agreement may 0cc
on svelto:

(N a

Maria sembra parlare *sveliafsvelto.
f.s f&  unmk.
“Mary seems to speak fast.’

. Maria vuole parlare *svelta/svelto.
“Mary wants to speak fast.’

e i
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Consider the derivation of these sentences:

{8)  g,[s,[Maria parlare sveli~]g, sembrare]g,

{9} s, [Maria volere s, [Maria parlare svelt-g |a,
If gender/number agreement of seelts is cyclic, on S,
optional agreement as in {x
in (7). Thus the rule produ

both (8) and (g) will
} Yet in surface structure no agreement appears
cing optional agreement on suelto cannot he cycli
3-7.2. Not a Simple Posicyelic Ruls.
of G/N svelto that does not have ac
cannot work.

Contrast (10) with {11):

There is also evidence that a posteyclic forn
cess to information present earlier in the de

(10) Comandiamo a Maria di parlare svelta/svelio*svelti,
m.p. fis. fs.
‘We command Mary to speak fast.’

(11) Promettiamo a Maria di parlare *svelta/fsvelto/*svelti,
m.p. fs. fi.s.
*We promise Mary to speak fast,’

(10} and (11) are structurally identical sentences in the posteycle, yet agreem
occut in (10) but notin (11). A posteyclic rule could not distinguish between (1
{11), and thus G/N seefts should operate the same way in both sentence types

a posteyelic rule. However, it does not, Therefore, G/N svelts cannot be a
vomﬁﬁmnwzmn.

uamk. m.p.

unmk, m.p.

3-1.3. Posteyelic and Global, The possibility of gender/number agreciment ot
depends upen where its “controller” appears at the point when agreement 2
Svelts’s controller is usually its cyclic subject.” However, in an § where svelto’s

* By the cyclic subject of suella, I mean the NP that is the subject of svelto at the end of the £
applying to swelle. This netion is the same as that of Andrews (2g71). Andrews has shown that in Ancie
case agreement between NPs and predicate medifiers takes into account the subject of the predicate me
the end of the first cycle applying to that predieate. Andrews needs to refer to the subject at the end of
cycle because transformations such as Passive and Raising into subject position can give the predicate
a derived cyclic subject, and it is with that derived cyclic subject that the predicate modifier agrees.

Since in Italian sveffo and other adveetives can never appear in a clavse whase surface subject is a
subject not identical to the undeslying subject (cf. Nappli 1974), selto’s cyclic subject all through the &
applying to svello is consistently the same NP. ‘Thus, I heed not refer to swelfo’s subject at the end of th:
However, none of the data I know of are in canflict with saying that the relevant point for the defiz
svelle’s cyclic subject is at the end of the first cycle applying to svelto. Thus, by using Andrews's notion .
subject, one prineiple can be appealed to in both the Greck and Italian cases. For this reason, I
Andrews’s nation of cyelic subject rather than a distinct and less powerful one, |
However, note that if it were possible to define cyclic subject as the subject at the beginning of
cycle, then a global rule referring to the cyclic subject of some other element would be appealing to info:
presentin the deep structure. Since deep structure is argued to be 3 significant level of structure for vario
linguistic phenomena (such as semantic Interpretatien), this situation would he preferable to a global r
refexs ta some structure other than the deep structure. For the Italian data we see that it would be pos
define eyclic subject in this way. But for the data presented in Andrews (rg71) and in Andrews {1973) on

Icelandic, and Crow, such a definition waould fail, Thus, ali theoretical issues aside, Andrews’s definition ¢
subject is assumed te be the proper one.
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. . . he si
{(5) Maria parla sveltafsvelto, anche se ci vogliono due ore ogni volta che s1
la hocca. . .
w%m.MQ speaks fast, even ifit takes two hours every time she opens her Eo:m_um
(6) Maria parla cosl sveltajsvelto che & difficile &mﬂﬁm:ﬂn tutte le ,mcn parole.
“Mary speaks so fast that it is hard to distinguish all her words.

i i mber
For these speakers (5) and {G) are acceptable 5”% and without mﬂs&ms_wﬂ” poer
apreement on svelto. These data may be contrasted with the case om.mwow mmm 2=¢E_umn
ﬁmo swelis’s, one an adjective and one an adverb, and who require .mﬂw. nh_‘vonénms
agreement vos soelto in both (5) and (6), since they make a mnBND_MHM &mmwdm E_Mmm hetwee
i jecti ir adverb svelfo. Another-contrast betwe
their adjective svelto and their a ; o ron aecept. (g2 hey
i ho have an advective spelfo do n : ); the
of speakers is that the speakers wl ave ar n 0 ot pt lga); Oy
i i and not with the reading g
t (4b), but with the reading givenin T.*m } ( \ : Y
M.odm% vnm%rwwowmoz the two groups of speakers differ in accepting ?u. and (4) i3 armm.ummﬁm ;w
ﬁsﬂmm.ﬁm a simple verb form and (4) a compound verb construction. Any wcﬂu o
Mww_ﬁwm of this agreement phenomenon will have te account for _“T_.”m mnummeonMﬂwﬁM wop..
i t wi
i i le of agreement for advectives tha
In section 3.1.3 T will propose a rule of agree! ¢ e
ven in section 3 below offer: y
cse facts. The agreement pattern given brasts
WMHSnnn the speakers whe have an advective and perhaps an adverb swslto and
jecti dverb svelto.
ho have an adjective and an a ) o e
" Tn conclusion, for the advective spelfo, there is no semantic difference be
(ra) and (1b}.

3. The Rules

In this section we shall see that one rule can account for m.: nmwmm ms «MMMMW\ MMMM_MM
nuriber agreement may optionally occur and all cases Hps W, Mo Hom@ el
agreement must not occur. This rule is shown to be postcyclic and g m S
rinci le operating in Italian agreement rules accounts for m.m cases 0 m M_
MM“MMMQE. This principle is needed independently of any considerations ol sveito.

3.1, A Gender{ Number Agreement Rule for svelto (GINV svelto)

1.1, Not Cyelie. There is ample evidence that a HE.n of mgm”na?ﬂaﬂ.cﬂ mw_mmwwcna
.wwum&m:m cyclically is not empirically adequate. (1 s:ﬁ.ﬂ: ﬁw__uwmmwwﬂm : A.WE.mM . w.wmmwum
’ j been removed by su
In sentences where soelto’s subject has :
or ‘U%dmacm NP Deletion between subjects, no gender/oumber agreement may occul
on svelto:

{7) a. Maria sembra parlare *sveltafsvelto.

f.s. fs,  unmk.
“Mary seems to speak fast.”

b. Maria vuole parlare *svelta svelto.
“Mary wants to speak fast.’
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Consider the derivation of these sentences:
(8) g,[e,[Maria parlare svelt-]g, semnbrare]s
(@) g,[Maria volere s, [Maria parlare svelt-]s. 1s,

If gender/number agreement of svelts is cyclic, on 8; both (8) and (g
optional agreement as in {1). Yet in surface structure
in (7). Thus the rule producing optional agreement o

) will un
no agreement appears on
n svelty cannot be cyclic.
3-1.2. NotaSimple Posteyelic Rule.
of G/N seelio that does not have ac
cannot work.

Contrast {10} with (11):

There is also evidence that a posteyclic formul
cess to information present earlier in the deriv

(10) Comandiamo a Maria di parlare sveltafsvelto/*svelti.
m.p, fis. fs.  unmk. m.p.
‘We command Mary to speak fast.’

(11}

Promettiamo a Maria di parlare *svelia/svelto/*svelti.
m.p, fs. fis.
‘We promise Mary to speak fast.’

(10) and (r1) are structurally identical sentences in the
occur in (10) but notin (11), A posteyclic rule could not
{11), and thus G/N svelto should operate the same way

a postcyclic rule. However, it does not. Therefore,
posteyclic rule.

unmk. m.p.

postcycle, yet agreement
distinguish between {10)
in both sentence types if
G/N svelte cannot be a sir

3:.2.3. Posteyelic and Global, The possibility of genderfnumber agreement on s
depends upon where its “controller” appears at the point when agreement app
Svelte’s controller is usually ity cyclic subject.” However, in an S where spelts’s €y

? By the eyclic subject of svelto, I mean the NP that is the subject of svefto at the end of the first
applying to svelto, ‘This notion is the same as that of Andrews (1971}. Andrews has shown that in Ancient €
case agreement between NPs and predicate modifiers takes into account the subject of the predicate modif
the end of the first cycle applying to that predicate. Andrews needs to refer to the subject at the end of the
cycle because transformations such as Passive and Raising into subjcct position can give the predicate mo
a derived cyclic subject, and it is with that derived cyclic subject that the predicate modifier agress.

Since in Italian suslle and other advectives can never appear in a clause whose surface subject is a de:
subject not identical to the underlying subject {cf, Zwmfo: 1G74), svelto’s eyclic subject all through the first.
applying to seslto is consistently the same NP, Thus, T need not refer to szelto’s subject at the end of that ¢
However, none of the data I know of are in conflict with saying that the relevant point for the defimitic
swelio’s cyclic subject Is at the end of the first eycle applying to svelto. Thus, by using Andrews’s notion of ¢

subject, one principle can be appealed to in both the Greek and Italian cases. For this reason, I em
Andrews’s notion of cyclic subject rather than a distinet and [ess powerful one.

However, note that if it were possible to define cyelic subject as the subject at the beginning of a g
cycle, then a global rule referring to the cyclic subject of some ather element would be appealing to informe
present in the deep structure, Since decp structure is argued to be a significant level of structure for various o
linguistic phenomena (such as scmantic interpretation), this situation would be preferable to a global rule
refers ta some structure ather than the deep structare. For the Italian data we see that it would be possibi
define cyclic subject in this way. But for the data presented in Andrews {1971} and in Andrews (1973) on Gr
Teelandic, and Crow, such a definition would fail, Thus, all theoretical issues aside, Andrews's definition of 3]
subject is assumed to be the proper ane,
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i the
subject has been deleted under identity with some o%ﬂ. .Zm.gwgw mewﬁnw“ﬂﬂo—wﬂ the
i ject i ¥ ler, If this is subsequen
deletion of svelts’s subject is svelfo’s contro } : " deleted
i i i ther NP is then suvelto’s controller, an AT
identity with some other NP, the o ! : o otion
jon ¥ i al. That is, any rule that makes us :
notion *controller” is, therefore, glob R 1 s crche
ie svelto appears in to determine
must be able ta look back to the first cyc ¢ o
subject. Furthermore, if svelfo’s cyclic subject has been deleted, the rule must be al
- i deletion, etc.
to determine which NP controlled that s o
° n%:? this notion of controller, we can see that the crucial &HWQ@W»M” .wnﬁéoﬂ—ommu
i iti ler. Sweliv can agree only with 1ts con .
d (11} is the position of svelie’s contro . ¢
NM ?ﬁ 0} V_.?w nouwao:on of svelto is Maria. This controller appears to the left oﬁw Mammﬁ w
verh, separated from the verb by the complementizer di. Mzrﬁ.ﬁ mv@70€m<mw,w i
“ j i no
is not ect of the matrix verb (which does
troller of swelto is noi “we’, the subject o ; o
surface structure due to Subject Pronoun Drop). This nowmmw:na MMWMMENHW RMM e
i i ing, including a verb (promethia
10’s verb with elements intervening, Laclud:
MMMMMMW m In (1o}, where only a complementizer intervenes between svelio’s noum,o:nw
: as
and verb, mmnnnmnni is optional. But in {11}, where a verb and an NP as we
mplementizer intervene, svelto cannot agree. . I
” mﬁra requirement for wmp.nnana, then, is that svelte’s no:ﬁo:ﬁa be ina _uoﬂcoﬂ m M
control swelto agreement at the time the agreement rule wwﬁrnm ﬁ.ﬁwﬁ Mm.“ Ennlaﬁ@ -
cycle). Thus the rule for G/IN agreement on suelto is global, in that it applies during
) : . 33
posteycle but makes use of the global notion :no.uSo:Qc.S
A possible formulation of G/N svelto 15 seen in (12):%
(12) GJN selto {optional, postcyclic
X (COMP) V {ADV} Y

v

tp

1 2 3 4 3 6 7.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

+m
tp
8 This defnition of controller is the same as that given in Andrews {1973)-

9 The theoretical issues arising in the formulation of this condition are ..man:mmna in Napoli (1974)
10 (gher advectives include the italicized words in the examples below:

{(iy Maria cammina Iestojtestaflenta/lenta.
‘Mary walks fastfslow.”

(i) Gli anni passanc unhavnm_—e&.qa.
*The years past fast,

(iif) La rondine vola altofaltajbassofbassa.
"The swallow flies high/low.”

(iv) L’auto costa carpfcarafsalatofsalata.
“The car costs a lat. )

(v} Gliuomini vanno E:E:&._einm..
“The men are going far away.

A GLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENON

where 1 and 7 are variables, 6 is an advective, g is a2 complementizc

null, 5 is an adverb or null, The circles around NP and A mean that
NPT is the A’s controller.

{12) says that agreement will optionally occur in all those cases where the sequ
NPV Aisinterrupted only by adverhs and Jor complementizers, or where this sequ
is uninterrupted.** :
3.1.4. Facts decounted for by G/N svelto. Al cases of optional G/N agreement an
cases in which agreement may not occur are accounted for by rule (r2).
Thus, this rule accounts for the following instances of optional agreement:
{13} Environment: NP V 4
Maria parlava sveltafsvelto.
‘Mary was speaking fast,’
Ho sentite Maria parlare svelta/svelto.
‘T heard Mary speak fast.’
Ho detto che Maria parlava svelta/svelto.
‘I said that Mary spoke fast.’
Ho voluto che Maria parlasse svelta/svelto.
‘I wanted Mary to speak fast.’
Maria parla svelta/svelto majefo chiaramente.
. ‘Mary speaks fast butfandfor clearly,
(x4) Environment: NP V ADV A
molto

Maria parla < pin svelta/svelto.
sempre
very

‘Mary speaks < more ) fast.’
afways

Maria parla chiaramente ma svelta/svelto.
‘Mary speaks clearly but fast.’
Maria parla chiaro ma svelta/svelto.
‘Mary speaks clear but fast.’
L The rule G/N svelto predicts that if Maria in
agreement with seefto cannot take place:
(i) Ho pregato Maria di parlare sveltafsvelto.
fs. . fs.  unmk,
‘I begged Mary to speak fast.’ .
However, we find that agreement with soelto in such sentences must take place:

{ii) Maria & stata pregata di parlare svelta/*svelto,
fs. fs. fs. fs. unmk.
‘Mary was begged-to speak fast,”

(i} below becomes a derived subject by way of Passive, ¢

Liuis fact, however, does not offer evidence against the posteyelicity of G/N svelfo, Rather, the obligatory agr
ment here is the result of Sympathetic Agreement,

described in section 3.2.2 below.
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(15) Environment: NP COMP V A
Prege Maria di parlare sveltajsvelto.
‘T beg Mary to speak fast.”
Comando a Maria di parlare svelta/sveito.
‘T command Mary to speak fast.’
Costringo Maria a parlare sveltafsvelto.
1 force Mary to speak fast.”

If G/N seelto is unordered with respect to Relative Clause Formation, Subject-
Verb Inversion, Topicalization, and Adverb Fronting, then gender/number agreement
is accounted for in the following examples. (If G/ svelto applies before these rules in
the following examples, then agrecment is produced optionally. If G/N svelto applies
after these rules in these examples, then no agreement is produced.) 12,13

Relative Clause

La donna che parla sveltafsvelio entrd.

“The woman who speaks fast entered.’

La donna che volevo che parlasse svelta/svelto entrd.
“The woman who I wanted to speak fast entered.’

(16)

Subject-Verb Inversion

Che cosa recita sveltafsvelto Maria?
‘What does Mary recite fast?

Parla sveltafsvelto Maria ?

‘Does Mary speak fast?

Topicalization
Maria voglio che parli sveitafsvelto,
‘Mary I want to speak fast.”

12 Ty a sentence where relative clause movement had moved the NF up two S5, some of my speakers were
influenced by whas followed svelto, For example, the svelta (£3.) choice is slightly more preferred in (i) than in
(ii), where svelfo is preferred,

(i) La donna che volevo che parlasse sveltafsvelto & bella.

f.s. fs. unmk. fs
“The wornan who I wanted to speak fast is beautiful.’

(iiy La donna che voleve che parlasse sveltafsvelto entrd,

fs. fs.  unmk.
“The woman who [ wanted to speak fast entercd.’

The influencing foree in (i) is the G/N agreement on belle, which reminds the speaker that the subject of svelt-
is ferminine singular.

Also, 1 found that for some speakers who assigned svelfo to the always agreeing ADJ class that svelto without
agrecment is not only acceptable in (ii) but also preferred, .

These facts lead one 1o suspect that some very late (perhaps surface) filter is operating. However, I found
so few speakers who noticed the distinctions mentioned here that I hesitate to go any further with this speculation.

19 There are two kinds of relativizers in ltalian, oke and il quale. The oxamples in (16) involve only che.
For the facts on # guale relatives, see Napoli {1574).
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Adverb Fronting
Sveltafsvelto parla Maria.
‘Fast speaks Mary.’
PSveltafsvelto Maria parla.
‘Fast Mary speaks.’

. I mmed already E.m:om that G{N svelto applies posteyclically. Ifthe above :
ormations were cyclic, there would be a problem in allowin GIN
before them. But since all four of these rules are posteyelic, .
c&m%ﬂm G/N svelto with respect to them,1* e
¢ rule seen in (12) also acco ing i i i
number agreement o:ﬁ.amv&a may aomﬂwow” Hwﬁ loming instances in whic
(7} a. Environment: NPV V 4
deve
comincia a} parfare *sveltafsvelto.
spera di
must
begins to > speak fast.’
hopes to
,gﬁ.mm avrebbe parlato *svelta/svelto.
Mary would have spoken fast.’
b.  Environment: NP VV V A
W\.ﬁmzm sembra potere correre *svelta/svelto,
Mary seems to be able to run fast.’
mﬁmlm ha potuto correre *svelta/svelto,
Maria was able to run fast.’
c. Environment: V A NP
Ho fatto parlare P*sveltajsvelto Maria.
‘T made Mary speak fast.’

d.  Environment : @ V NP w@

w.noﬂnawmzc a Maria di parlare *svelti/svelto,
We promise Mary to speak fast.’

** That Relative Clause Formation
. and Wh
coming) for French. Most of the arguments present
.:cn_ of Wi Movement that triggers Subject.
.S::; does Mary recite fast P’
is postoyclic.
Topicalization and Adverb Fronti
onting are root tl jons i i i
ol camot ot v o e WC.G " raot transformations in Ttalian, as seen in the fact tha:
[¢)] &.H.Hm ma.:o che Maria volevano che venisse,
. *mn said that Mary they wanted to come.’
(&) wmm aoms che sveltafsvelto parla Maria.
He said that fast speaks Mary.*

T am including auxiliaries in
the category Vi
npmmwcq. of Aux, then all the examples with m:MEanmn MM o
: as “Environment: NP Aux V' A”, e

P N P

svelh
there is no prohl

Maria

‘Mary

Movement are posteyclic rules is argued for in K:

preson Mﬂa?wﬁo can be reproduced for Italian, Since itis 1
! TS10n 1 & sentence such as Che cosa repit

» we see that Subject-Verb Inversion must be posteycelic ag _cnmﬁm_.ﬂ\.ﬂw

Hawever, if one wishes to maintai
d to be placed under a separate he:
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Note that in {17a) T am claiming that the presence of an auxiliary <n.~._o blocks agree-

ment just as the presence of 2 main verb does, There is mdo?nw possible nxm;mdnwsmw—

for the behavior of soelfe agreement in the presence of auxiliaries, however, and this
. . . o

alternative is discussed in footnote 22 below.?

3.2. The Principle Accounting for Qbligatery Agreement of svelto

The rule of G/N szelto accounts only for those cases :.H which suglte cvﬂo&%.?. ﬁmﬁmanmw
or may not agree. However, there are instances in which svelto must .mmmnan. :.M . sz
show that there is a principle needed independently of selio that wil M..own.&ﬂ . MM "
cases of obligatory agreement. Finally, I will show that the statement of this princip

is global.X”

i i i i . However,
18 Ty 4]l the cases in the text svelto agreement does not E“n_.wo" aEM_%_W M“an MM—% Wﬂﬂmwﬂn M“mewmnnmmcm
i2 {o must he prevented fr
there are at least two apparent exceptions. G/N sve . d :
and Clitic Placement to account for the lack of agreement in ihe following sentences:

(i) (Maria,)} parla *sveltafsvelto!
‘(Mary,) speak fast!”
(i) La prego di parlare *sveltajsvelto.
fa. fs. unmk.
ber T beg to speak  fast
‘I beg her to speak fast.”
La sento parlare *sveltafsvelto.
f.s. fa. unmk
her I hear speak  fast
‘I hear her speak fast.’ )
i * i i i t account
Note that the fact that svelle’s controller is not really Maria but “you” in the Mn—waqwﬁcn nﬂﬂﬂﬂm “MNM ._..___.uuaw coount
for the lack of agrecment there, since szelto can optionally agrec with second person subj;
(i) s
(iif} Maria, parli troppo m<nH.8.\mM.n:uu.
‘Mary, you're speaking too fast. st
However »,cm Yoth of these rules I found speakers who allowed GfIN suelto pmu mpum.W. ,nmm..mﬂw :wﬂm”ﬂ“%wﬂa M_Sw_
is, who did :on. require ordering), although nro,au.ﬂo...ﬁw ordered GfN svelle a Rn_m 1] MHM*.m s L e
who accepted svelta and snelto in (i) and (ii) as well a8 in cases where even more elem
controller and suelle:

i) Le ho comandato di parlare svelta/svelto.
) fs. unmk, fs. unmk.
‘I ordeted her to speak fast.

in (i i i i t transforma-
{Note that agrecment is unacccptabie for most speakers in (iv).) Since both Imperative AWM_WH_—M h HM HMMMBW o
tion) and Clitic Placement (sce Kayne {forthcoming)) are noncyclic rules, there is no o
fter either of these rules. . . i antic
e UMMMMnswﬂnu nﬂwnnwm_ﬁ‘an:n cannot be excluded from imperatives (for thosc who exclude it) on sem:
grourds since (v) i3 acceptable:

(v) {Maria,) sii svelia nel m_.wzw.-.m_
! fast in talking! R i
¥ 1In %,h“ M%:Nnm.ﬁﬁwﬁm Ewﬂw of the examples with obligatory svelis agrecment below, an understanding
of past participle agreement is ewential. . . .
! .%rﬂ.o mwn two basic rules for past participle agreement In H»w.:ps. b
1. Past participles agree with the subject when the auxiliary is essere :

(i} Maria ¢ andata via.
fs. fs,
‘Mary went away.’

A QGLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENON

3.2.0. Factors Affecting Obligatory Agreement, Consider the following senter

(18) a. Maria & corsa sveltaf*svelto.
fs. fs. fas. unmk.
‘Mary ran fast.”
La rondine ¢ volata altaj*alto.
fs. fs.  fis. unmk.
‘The swallow flew high.’
In noncomposite tenses, agreement is optional:

(18) b. Maria corre svelta/svelto,

f.s. fs.  unmk.
‘Mary runs fast.’

La rondine vola alta/alto.

fis. f.s. unmk.
‘The swallow flies high.’

‘There are three factors that distinguish (18a) from (18h): {18a) has a
tense; (18a) has the auxiliary essere ‘be’; and in (18a) the past participle :
the subject.

We can easily see that the first factor, that (18a) has a composite te
significant in itself. All Ttalian verbs in composite tenses take either the aux
*be’ or the auxiliary azere *have’. Correre ‘run’ and solare “fly’ are \musual
many Italians they may take cither avere or essere.?® Thus in (19) we see these
with avere, while in {18a) they appear with assere:

Note that whenever there is a reflexive clitic, the auxiliary is essere:
(if) Mariasi2  svegliata presto.

fs. fis,

Mary herself woke up early

‘Mary woke up early,’ .
Past participles do not agree with the subject when the auxiliary is avere ‘have’:

(iiif} Maria ha camminato eggi.
fs, unmk,
‘Mary walked today.”

2. Past participles agree with accusative clitic pronouns {optionally if the pronoun is first or :
for some people, obligatorily if the pronoun is third person for all people) regardless of the auxili

{iv) Maria li ha comprati,

fs. m.p. mp.

‘Mary bought them.’
(v) Mariaselié comprati.

f.s. m.p. m.p.

‘Mary bought them for hersclf.

The auxiliary is avers *have’ in (iv), but essere *be’ (becausc of the reflexive clitic se) in [v).

The easicst way to account for (v) is to let rule 1 apply first. Then ruie 2 applies, wiping out
agreement if the structural description of rule 2 is met.

% There it a slight meaning difference between these verbs with asere and these same vexk

However, this difference does not concern us here since nathing hinges upon (19)’s being semantical
to (t8a).
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(19) Maria ha corso *svelta/svelto.
‘Mary ran fast.’
La rondine ha volato *altafalta.
“The swallow flew high.’

Since (19) has a compositc tense but does not have obligatory agreement of the A,
we see that the composite tense in (18a) is irrelevant to the gender/number agreement
there,®

The second factor, that (18a) has the auxiliary essere, is also not significant in

itself, Consider (20):

(20) Maria si & recitata svelta/*svelto 1 raccomnti,
fs. fis. f.s. unmbk.
“Mary recited the stories to herself fast.’

Whenever there is a clitic reflexive pronoun on the auxiliary, that auxiliary must be
essere. For example, in (20) st is a clitic reflexive pronoun, and therefore the auxiliary
essere is used. In {20) we see that swlts must agree. However, if the accusative object

i raccont? is cliticized, svelte cannot agree:

{21) Maraseli® recitati *svelta/svelto.
fs. m.p. m.p. L5 unmk
‘Mary recited them to hersclf fast.’

Since essere is still the auxiliary in (21), it must not be the relevant factor causing
agreement in (18a) and (20).

The third factor, that (18a) has a past participle agreeing with the subject, is the
crucial factor. Note that whenever the auxiliary is essere and there is no accusative
clitic, the past participle agrees with the subject, If there is an accusative clitic, re-
gardless of the auxiliary, the past participle agrees with that accusative clitic.

One might propose that in (18a) svelto is agreeing not with the NP, but with the
past participle. We can casily see that this proposal fails.

(22) Maria liha recitati *gveltafsveltof*svelti.

fs.  mp. mp. L5  unmk mp.
“‘Mary recited them fast.’

Mariaselié  recitati ¥sveltafsvelto/*svelti.
f.s. mp. mp. fs.  unmk mp.

“Mary recited them to herself fast.”

In (22) the past participle agrees with the mascultine plural accusative clitic X
However, suelto receives the unmarked ending only.

19 Note that svella is out in {10}, because the structural description for G/ svelto is not met, since two verbs

intervene between Marig and soelt and between la sondine and alt-. As I mentioned above, another posible

account for lack of agreement here will be given in footnote 22 below.

i
|
;
;
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: Onn. Hmamrﬂ propose that in (18a) svello agrees with the past participle o
past participle has the same gender/number as szelio’s subject. This proposal .

(23) Maria I{a) "ha recitata *sveltafsvelto.
fis. L. fis. fs, unmk.
‘Mary recited it {f.s.) fast.’

In ﬁmmv the past participle is agreeing with the feminine singular accusative ¢
Maria is also feminine singular. However, svelte must be unmarked. Thus tl
not “stupid”; it is not feoled by the appearance of agreement.

We must conclude that svélte agrees with its controller NP in (18a) he
past participle agrees with that same NP, and not that seelfo is agrecing witk
participle,

Svelto obligatorily agrees in (24), as well:

(24) Maria parla piena di rimorsi ma svelta/*svelto.

Amm. fs. fs. unmk.
Mary speaks full of remorse but fast.’

Clontrast (24) to (1), presented again here for convenience:
(1) Maria parla svelta/svelto.

Clearly the factor present in {24) that is not present in (1} is the adjectiv:
plena di rimersi, e

In wmo.: we find that whenever a past participle or an adjective agrees
NP that is to trigger agreement on swelto (its controller), then svelte also agres
agreement phenomena do not observe the environment conditions noted
suelts (see {12)). For example, auxiliaries and verbs may intervene between
svelto with no cffect. Contrast (25) and (26) below to (17) above.?®

(25) Agreement in the presence of agrecing participle :

a. Maria & sembrata potere parlare sveltaj*svelto,
f.s. fs. f.s, unmk,
‘Mary seemed to be able to speak fast.’

b. Maria 2 dovnta correre sveltaf*svelio.
fis. fs. fis. unmk.

‘Mary had to run fast.

c.  Maria 3 pregata di parlare svelta/*svelto,

f.s. f.s. fs. unmk.
‘Mary is begged to speak fast.’

d. L(a) *ho fatta parlare svelta/®svelto.
fis. fis. f.s. unmk.
‘I made her speak fast.’

2 PPTIR .
® For a brief discussion of the choice of auxiliaries with the modals poters and dovere, sce Nagpe
5
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(26)  Agreement in the presence of agrecing adjective:
Maria ha dovuto parlare piena di rimorsi ma svelta/*svelto.
fs. f.s. f.s. unmbk.
‘Mary had to speak full of remorse but fast.”

In (25) and (26) the italicized clements, being verbs intervening between svelfe and
its controller other than swelfo’s verb, woild block agreement if agreement here were
the result of QN szelto. But agreement is not blocked ; rather, it is obligatory. Thus the
phenomena of agreement seen in (25) and (26) differ from agreement produced by
GJN svelto both in the environment for the agreement and in the fact that G/N svelto
is optional while these phenomena occur obligatorily. As (25d) shows, the obligatory
agreement here must occur afier Clitic Placement, since it is the placement of the
accusative [(4) on the auxiliary that causes the past participle to agree in this sentence.
Thus, the phenomenon causing the agreement here must not be cyclic.

3.2.2. Sympathetis Agreement. There is one principle that accounts for all cases of
obligatory agreement of swelto. Before I state that principle, let me define some terms.

G/N agreement takes place between NPs or pronouns and adjectives, past parti-
ciples, and As. That is, NPs and pronouns are triggers for G/N agreement rules;
adjectives, past and passive participles, and As are targets for G/N agreement rules 2!
When the structural description of a gender/number agreement rule is met (that is,
when an NP or pronoun and an adjective, past participle, or A are in the proper
environment), the rule applies. The proper environment for G/N agreement rules
cannot be written as one environment, That is, there is more than one G/N agreement
rule. For example, NP and ADJ in the same S form an obligatory environment for
gender/number agreement provided that the ADJ modifies the: NP. Third person
accusative clitic and following past participle is another obligatory environment that
in no way depends on a modifying relationship but applies to a certain structural
configuration. Tn (12), our G/N seelfo rule, we see an optional environment for gender/
number agreement, which involves a certain structural configuration as well as the
notion of controller.

Which environment ailows gender/number agreement to take place is irrelevant
to the principle described below. Once a gender/number rule applies, then agreement
will appear on every gender/number target adjective, past participle, or A of the given
gender/number trigger. This principle governing G/N rules is given in (27):

21 T am not offering a structural definition of the triggerftarget relationship, because I do not know of any
such definition. For advectives the trigger is the same as the controller (as defined in section 2.1.3. above).
However, past participles underge agreement with preceding accusative clitics but these clitics are not controllers
of the participles, Likewise, it would be difficult to arguc that certain pre- and postnominal adjectives are con-
tralled by the noun they agree with. The kerm target is used here to refer to an element that undergoes agreement.
The term trigger is reserved for those elements that the targets agree with. I have no explanation for why certain
elements axe targets or triggers and others are not.

A GLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENON

{27) Sympathetic Agroement
Ifan agreement trigger NP or pronoun triggers agreement on an a
target, then all of the trigger’s targets must undergo agreement.
This principle accounts for all of the obligatory cases of gender/mumber a,
on E&M.e presented here. In the four examples below, G/N targets which, toge
their triggers, create an obligatory environment for gender/number agreeme
italics, G/N targets which, together with their triggers, create an optional env
for gender/number agreement are in small capitals,
Consider first {18a):

{18) a. Maria & gorsa svelta/*svelto.
‘Mary ran fast.”

In (18a) we find an obligatory environment for agreement. The trigger NP
The target that must undergo agreement is the past participle cors-. Thus

number agreement applics, Now, by Sympathetic Agreement the target sz
also receive agreement.

Next consider (24):

(2z4) Maria parla piena di rimorsi ma sveltaf*svelto. .
‘Mary speaks full of remorse but fast.”

In (24) we again find an obligatory environment for gender/number agreem
trigger NP is Maria; the target that must receive agreement is the adjective pi
gender/number agreement applies. Again, by Sympathetic Agreement, il
svelt- must also receive agreement,

Third, consider (18b):

{18) b. Maria corre SVELTASVELTO.
‘Mary runs fast.’

In (18h) an optional environment for gender/number agreement appears. Tt
is Maria; the target s svelt-. If agreement does not apply, we get soelto; if it do
we get svelia.

Finally, there is (xg):

{19) Maria ha corso *svelta/svelto.
‘Mary ran fast.”

In (19} no environment for gender/number agreement presents itself. Notice
optional gender/number environment for G/N svelte in (12) is not met in {19g)
of the presence of the auxiliary verb ka ‘has’.?2

22 T section §.1.4 above and again here I claim that the presence of the auxiliary verb avere |
such as (i) blocks agreement.

(i) Maria ha parlato *sveltafsveito.
‘Mary spoke fast.’

If this Is trug, the ausiliary verb is behaving just like any other main verb,
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Now consider {28):

(28) La bella donna parla svelta fsvelto.
fs. fs fs. unmk. .
“The pretty woman speaks fast.’

Bella is an adjective, obligatorily agreeing with donna. Yet we have optional agreement
on svelto. This is because the trigger for seelto is not donna but the whole NP Iz bella
donng. Ouly in the presence of some target outside of the trigger NP it an obligatory
environment for gender/number agreement will seelie also obligatorily agree. This
same explanation holds for (2g) as well:*

cg) La donna che & appena entrata parla sveltajsvelto.
fs. HER fs.  unmk.
“The woman who just entered speaks fast.’

In (2g) the trigger NP for svelto is iz donna che & afipena entrata and not merely donna. Thus
the presence of the G/N target entrata does not affect agreement of suelto.

3.2.5. Independent Motivation for Sympathetic Agreement. As I have stated above, .Eon@
is evidence independent of suélto that Sympathetic Agreement is needed in Italian,
Consider (30):

(30) Li ho vistif*visto.
m.p. mp. unmk,
‘I saw them.’

The clitic accusative pronoun [i is third person masculine plural. All third person
accusative clitics call for obligatory agreement on the following past participle. How-
ever, in {31) the situation js different:

Another alternative {pointed out to me by one of my anenymous readers} is that ﬂ.rE.a isa Ea&. o.m nou..o=u_.<
to Sympathetic Agreement, which says that svelfa cannat agree if there isa nonagreeing past ﬁwa:.nﬁrn in the
way. This alternative runs into the difficulty that it will have to rank Sympathetic Agreement and its coroliary
as to relative strength, with Sympathetic Agreement cbviously winning in (ii}:

{ii) Maria ha parlato piena di rimorsi ma sveltaf*svelto,
‘Mary spoke full of remorse but fast.’

This alternative, since it requires a ranking, is less preferable, Thus, unless someone can produce n.in._nunn to E.n
contrary, 1 will treat auxiliarics just as any other verh with respect to the agrecment phenamena discussed i this
article,

% In {2g) therc are at least two applications of G/N agreement sules. One makes the target enlrat- agree
with ils trigger Iz donna. The other optionally makes the target svelt- agree with its trigger la .n.aaa.» che & append
entrata. IEG{N agreement of past participles is a cyclic rule, then (2g) presents no probiems, But if Q_Z. agreement
of past participles is not a cyclic rule, then in (29) we see a viclation of Qvogmw.v.,m {1g73) strict eyelicity nona...
tion, since G/N agreement of the past participle is applying to elements all of which are dominated by one cyclic
node whose cycle has alveady besn passed.

e e
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(31} Viho vistifvisto.
. m.p. m.p.unmk,
‘T saw you (plural).’

Viis an accusative clitic, second persen masculine plural.22 For many (most
first and second person accusative clitics call for optional agreement of th
past participle. That is, past participles are targets for the trigger clitics. T
such speakers is exemplified in (g1}, For other Italians, first and second per
tive clitics call for obligatory past participle agreement; and for still oth
first and second person accusative clitics never call for agreement of the past

In the presence of an adjective that agrees with the accusative clitic, t
of (31) will produce (32):

(32) - Vi ho visti/?vistoe nudi.
m.p. m.p. unmk. m.p.
‘I saw you nude.’

Nudi in (32) is an adjective modifying w. As an adjective it must undergo
with what it modifies. Thus nudi {m.p.) is the only possible choice in (32)
{unmk.) or any other form). Where there was a free choice of agreement in
is now a strong preference for agreement in (g2) %, The presence of th
element nudi has affected the past participle agreement. Sympathetic
accounts for this preference by claiming that vi and nud- together create an
environment for G/N agreement. Thus G/N agreement must appear on al
i, Since vist- is a target of the clitic o, vist- also receives agreement.

Given Sympathetic Agreement, the preference in (32) is explained 1
way obligatory agreement of svelte is explained. Without this principle twc
identical facts would not be handled by the same principle. Thus (27)
generalization of the grammar,

One final point to note with regard to (27) is that in (32) the nonagreei
viste receives an acceptability rating of ?, while in (:8a} the nonagreei
suelto receives a *:

(32) Vi ho visti/ ?viste nudi.
‘I saw you nude.’
(18) a. Maria & corsa svelta/*svelto.
‘Mary ran fast.

This is not evidence that (32) and (182) exemplify different phenomena
Consider (33) and (34):

24 In {31) #f is masculine plural. If 5 were feminine, it would have the same phonetic sha
28 Of course, those speakers who always made agreement in {31) still do so in {32), and th
let wiste agres in (51) still do not let it agree in {32).
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(33) Maria parla svelta/ Psvelto ma piena di rimorst,
fs. fis. unmk, fis,
‘Mary speaks fast but full of remorse.”

{34) Maria parla piena di rimorsi ma sveltaf*svelto.
L. fs. fis urimk,
‘Mary speaks full of remorse but fast.’

In (g3} and {34) we see agreement of suelf- in the presence of the adjectival phrase
piena di rimorsi, However, in (33), where the adjective falls to the right of svelt-, suelto
is questionable, while in (34), where the adjective falls to the left of svelt-, snelto is
totally rejected. Right to left is a less strong influence than left to right. In (32) nudi
is to the right of visz-, while in {18a) corsa is to the left of sveli-. Thus we expect non-
agreement in (g2) to be questionable, while nonagreement in (18a) should be unac-
ceptable. That is exactly the case.

Whether this influencing factor of left over right should be built into Sympathetic
Agreement, or whether this is another principlc of Italian, is not clear to me.

8.2.4. The Necessity end the Global Nature of Sympathetic Agreement. 1 have already
stated that there are at least three separatc G/N agreement rules, One of them
{Predicate Attribute Agreement, or PA) accounts for agreement between NPs and
ADJs that modify them. Another accounts for agreement between accusative clitics
and following past participles; we may call this Clitic Past Participle Agreement
(CLPP). And a third accounts for agreement of As such as svelte. This is our G/IN
svelto. ‘The environments for all these rules are distinct and cannot be collapsed into
one envirenment with any formalism known to me. Thus we have three distinct rules,

Sympathetic Agreement, stated in (27), accounts for instances in which a G/N
target that usually optionally receives agreement, instead obligatorily reccives agree-
ment, The two targeis I discussed that optionally receive agreement in most sentences
are As, such as soeft- in {1) and past participles following nonthird person accusative
clitics, such as visi- in (31):

(1) Maria parla sveltafsvelto,
‘Mary speaks fast.”
(31) Vi ho vistifvisto.
‘T saw you (plural).”

We saw that in the presence of some obligatory GfN target of the same G/N trigger
{in (1) the trigger is Maria; in (31) the trigger is #i) the optional target must receive
agreement, This is exemplified helow, where the obligatory G/ targets are in italics:

(33) Maria parla svelta/ Psvelto ma piena di rimorsi.
fs. £s. unmk. fs
‘Mary speaks fast but full of remorse.”

A CLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENAON

(34) Maria parla piena di rimorsi ma svelta/*svelto,
fs. f.s. f.s. unmbk.
‘Mary speaks full of remorse but fast.”

(18) a. Maria & corse sveltaf¥svelto.

f.s, fis. fis. unmk.
‘Mary ran fast.”
{32} Vi ho visti/ Pvisto  nudi.
m.p. mp. unmk. m.p.
‘I saw you nude.’

The alternative to having a principle such as (2%) is to have separate ac
each interaction of G/IN rules. It is useful to sec what these accounts woulc
First, let us once again consider (31) and (32):

(31) Vi ho vistifvisto,
T saw you)

(32) Vi ho vistif Pvisto nudi.
‘T saw you nude.’

From these examples, we see that if PA applies, then CLPP obligatorily ap
environment is met with the same G/N trigger that operated in the applicat:
Thus we require the extrinsic ordering of these two rules to be:

(35) PA
CLPP

Then we require a condition on CLPP saying it is obligatory if there is an at
the vicinity 2 that has agreed with the same trigger. This condition in itsc]
in that CLPP must be able to identify the trigger that operated in the app!
PA., That is, not just any application of PA will do. For example, consider

(36) Le ragazze vi hanno ascoltatifascoltato incredule,
fp. m.p. m.p. unmk, fip.
“The girls listened to you (m.p.) incredulous (the girls),

In {36) the adjective incredul- obligatorily undergoes agreement with the NP
which in this case is le ragazze. But CLPP only optionally applies to ascoltai-
ment with 2i here. The distinction between (36) and (32) is that there are twc
triggers for the two G/IN rules in (36), but there is only one trigger for the tw
{32).

One might wish to say that there is no need to know the trigger of I
since the feminine plural ending on nsreduls tells us that it did not have the
{which is masculine plural}. This explanation will not do, however, for

29 I will not elaborate here as to what *in the vicinity™ means, since I will show this cor

necessary if we have Sympathetic Agreement. These remarks hold as well for the following discussic
tory G/ svelta and Subject Past Participle Agreement.
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sentences in which there may be two separate triggers that have the same gender and
number. For example:

{37) 1ragazzi vihanno ascoltati/ascoltato increduli.
mp. mp. m.p. unmk.  m.p.

“The boys listened to you (m.p.) incredulous {the boys).’

,Hn (37) OLPP is optional because tnereduli (m.p.) is agreeing with ¢ Ewgmm. not with
. But in (38) CLPP is much preferred on vist- because nudi {m.p.) agrees with # here,
and not with ¢ ragazzi.

(38) Iragazzi vihanno visti/Pvisto nudi.
mp. mLp. m.p. uamk. m.p.-

“The boys saw you nude (you).’

(37) and (38) show that the G/N marking on the adjective is not enough alone
to tell GLPP whether it must apply. CLPP must be able to identify the trigger of that
adjective. Thus it needs to have access to information that was present at the point
at which PA applied, regardless of whether this information is present after the ap-
plication of PA, In this way, the condition on GLPP is a global one.

Now, let us consider (1}, {33), and {34).

{1) Maria parla sveltafsvelto.

‘Mary speaks fast. )
{33) Maria parla svelta/ Psvelto ma piena di rimorsi.
. fs fis. unmk.,  fa

‘Mary speaks fast but full of remorse.’

{34) Maria parla piena di rimorsi ma svelta/*svelto.
f.s. fs, fs.  unmk,
‘Mary speaks full of remorse but fast.’

Here we see that if PA applies, then svelto obligatorily receives agreement as long as
the trigger for both targets (for the adjective fien- and for spefs-) is the same. I have
already pointed out that the rule G/N jeello cannot account for obligatory agreement

e —— SN e
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A CGLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENON

o, since the environment for G/N svelto is sensitive to which clements inter
between the trigger and the target {cf. (12) through (17)), but obligatory agreen
on suslto does rot observe this same environment (ef. (25) and (26)). Thus obliga
agreement on selfs, if it is not handled by some general principle such as (27
handled by a distinct G/N rule, which we may call Obligatory G/N Spelto. |
again we require extrinsic ordering of the two rules:

(39) PA
Obligatory GfN suelto

The environment for Obligatory G/N seelto (or perhaps a condition on it) is the
applies in the vicinity of an adjective that has agreed with the same trigger. {
as with GLPP above, it is easy to show that applications of PA involving some sepa
trigger do not affect Obligatory G/N suelte.) We can sec that this rule is again a gl
one, That is, the trigger of PA must be known to the later rule of Obligatory (
svello,

* Finally, let us again consider (1) and (18a).

(1) Maria parla svclta/svelto,
‘Mary speaks fast.’
(18) a. Maria & corsa svelta/*svelto,
‘Mary ran fast.’

Let us call the rule accounting for agreement of the past participle and the subjec
(18a} Subject Past Participle Agreement (SPP) (sce footnote 17 for a descriptior
this rule). We can see from these two examples that if SPP applies, then sevelte obli
tority receives agreement as long as the trigger for both targets (for the past partici
and for snelto) is the same. Since we ohserve obligatory agreement of svelte in (x¢
we may assume the rule accounting for this agreement is Obligatory G/IN svelto, |
for simplicity’s sake. Now we require the extrinsic ordering {40)

(40) SPP
Obligatory G/N suelto

The environment for Obligatory G/IN svelte {or perhaps a condition on it) is tha
applies not only in the vicinity of an adjective (as shown ahove) but also In the vicin
of a past participle that has agreed with the same trigger, Again this second envin
ment is that of a global rule, in that the trigger of the carlier rule, SPP, must be kno
to the later rule, Obligatory G/N suelto,

We have seen that without principle (27) we need three extrinsic order;
statements ((35), (39), and (40)}, we need to include the rule Obligatory G/N s
in the grammar of Italian, and we need three global devices: a global condition
CLPY, a global statement of (or condition en) Obligatory G/N soelto, and a seca
distinct global statement of (or condition on) Obligatory G/N seelto. Tf, instead,
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accept Sympathetic Agreement as stated in (27}, this one principle does away with the
need for the above extrinsic ordering statements, for the rule Obligatory G/N suelio,
and for the three separate global phenomena. For these reasons, I conclude that
Sympathetic Agreement is the proper characterization of the phenomena described
throughout section 3.2.

Sympathetic Agreement tsclf is a global principle in at least two ways. First of
all, it is global in that it makes use of the notion of swelie’s G/N trigger, which is precisely
svelts's controller, Sceond, it is not an independent rule, but rather an effect triggered
by any one of a number of different agreement rules. That is, it takes into account
triggers and targets of various GyN agreement rules. If the cavironment has been mét
for obligatory G/IN agreement between a given trigger and a target, then this principle
ensures that agreement will apply to every target of that trigger regardless of other
environment factors, Thus this principle applies throughout the derivation.

3-3. Summary of the Arguments

We have seen that optional gender/number agreement on svelfo cannot be accounted
for by a cyclic rule, since subject to subject Raising and Equi NP Deletion between
subjects rule out such agreement. The crucial evidence against cyclicity was given in
-

Then we found that the optional gender/number agreement rule could not apply
posteyclically without access to earlier siructural information that may well have been
destroyed in the derivation. Specifically, the rule necds to know which NP was the
cyclic subjcct of sselio, or, in the case that suelfs’s cyclic subject has been deleted, which
NP controlled deletion of szelée’s subject, or, in the case that this NP has been deleted,
which NP controlled that deletion, and so on. The NP that spelle whtimately agrecs
with was called svelf’s controller. The position of szelfs’s controller in the postcycle
was crucial to agreement, as shown in (ro) and (11). Thus G/N swelto is a global rule
applying postcyclically.

Obligatory gender/number agreement on suelts was accounted for by an inde-
pendently needed (cf. (30) and (g2)) principle of Sympathetic Agreement, which
ensures that if any agreement target of a given trigger undergoes agreement, then all
the targets of that trigger will undergo agreement. This principle accounted for
examples like (25) and {26} as well as {30} and (g2). The principle is global in two
ways, First, it makes use of the nosion of swelto’s controller, a global notion. Second, it
is a principle that applies throughout an entire derivation anc has access to the struc-
ture to which each agreement rule in the derivation applies.

"Thus we have one global notion, that of “controller”, which is used by the rule
G/N swelio as well as by the principle of Sympathetic Agreement. However, Syrm-
pathetic Agreement is global in a second way, as well, in that Tt must identify the
triggers and targets of each gender/number agreement rule that takes place in a given

derivation.

A QLOBAL AGREEMENT PHENOMENON
4. Conclusion

At _w._:m point, I wish to conclude only that the Italian data in this article cal
devices; thus, global devices must be included in an ade ry of
syntax, Whether global devices are limited to agreement
of formalism best expresses global devices are questions th

quate theory of
phenomena and
at remain to be a
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